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» The MAILING DATE of this communication appears on the cover sheet with the correspondence address - 
Period for Reply 



A SHORTENED STATUTORY PERIOD FOR REPLY IS SET TO EXPIRE 3 MONTH(S) OR THIRTY (30) DAYS. 

WHICHEVER IS LONGER, FROIVI THE MAILING DATE OF THIS COMMUNICATION. 

- Extensions of time may be available under the provisions of 37 CFR 1 .136(a). In no event, however, may a reply be timely filed 
after SIX (6) MONTHS from the mailing date of this communication. 

- If NO period for reply Is specified above, the maximum statutory period will apply and will expire SIX (6) MONTHS from the mailing date of this communication. 

- Failure to reply within the set or extended period for reply will, by statute, cause the application to become ABANDONED (35 U.S.C. § 133). 
Any reply received by the Office later than three months after the mailing date of this communication, even if timely filed, may reduce any 
eamed patent tenrn adjustment. See 37 CFR 1 .704(b). 

Status 

1 )S Responsive to communication{s) filed on 21 February 2006 , 
2a)^ This action is FINAL. 2b)n This action Is non-final. 

3) D Since this application is in condition for allowance except for fomnal matters, prosecution as to the merits is 

closed in accordance with the practice under Ex parte Quayle, 1935 CD. 11, 453 O.G. 213. 

Disposition of Clainns 

4) S Claim(s) 7-9. 13-25 and 29-53 is/are pending in the application. 

4a) Of the above claim(s) 35-53 is/are withdrawn from consideration. 

5) n Claim{s) is/are allowed. 

6) M Claim(s) 1-9,13-25 and 29-34 is/are rejected. 
?)□ Claim(s) is/are objected to. 

8) n Claim(s) are subject to restriction and/or election requirement. 

Application Papers 

9) n The specification is objected to by the Examiner. 

10)S The drawing(s) filed on 23 September 2003 is/are: a)S accepted or b)n objected to by the Examiner. 

Applicant may not request that any objection to the drawing(s) be held in abeyance. See 37 CFR 1 .85(a). 

Replacement drawing sheet(s) including the correction is required if the drawjng{s) is objected to. See 37 CFR 1 .121 (d). 
1 1 )□ The oath or declaration is objected to by the Examiner. Note the attached Office Action or fonm PTO-152. 

Priority under 35 U.S.C. § 119 

12)^ Acknowledgment is made of a claim for foreign priority under 35 U.S.C. § 1 19(a)-(d) or (f). 
a)n All b)n Some * cM None of: 

1 Certified copies of the priority documents have been received. 

2. D Certified copies of the priority documents have been received in Application No. . 

3. D Copies of the certified copies of the priority documents have been received in this National Stage 

application from the International Bureau (PCT Rule 17.2(a)). 
* See the attached detailed Office action for a list of the certified copies not received. 



Attachment(s) 

1 ) □ Notice of References Cited (PTO-892) 4) □ Interview Summary (PTO-413) 

2) □ Notice of Drafteperson's Patent Drawing Review (PTO-948) Paper No(s)/Mail Date. . 

3) □ Infomiation Disclosure Stalement(s) {PTO-1449 or PTO/SB/08) 5) □ Notice of Infonnal Patent Application (PTO-152) 

Paper No(s)/Mall Date . 6) Q Other: . 
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DETAILED ACTION 
Response to Amendment 

1 . The amendment and response of 02/21/2006 is noted. 

2. Claims 1-9, 13-25, and 29-53 remain pending. Claims 35-53 remain withdrawn from 
consideration. 

Response to Arguments 

3. Applicant's arguments, see the response, filed 02/21/2006, with respect to the rejection(s) 
of claim(s) set-forth in the prior Office action, have been fiilly considered and are persuasive. 
Therefore, the rejection has been withdrawn. However, upon further consideration, a new 
ground(s) of rejection is made in view of the references already of record for the reasons set- 
forth below. 

Priority 

4. Acknowledgment is made of applicant's claim for foreign priority based on an appUcation 
filed in Israel on 02/13/2003. It is noted, however, that applicant has not filed a certified copy of 
the IL 154452 appUcation as required by 35 U.S.C. 1 19(b). 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §103 

5. The text of those sections of Title 35, U.S. Code not included in this action can be found 
in a prior Office action. 

6. This application currently names joint inventors. In considering patentability of the 
claims under 35 U.S.C. 103(a), the examiner presumes that the subject matter of the various 
claims was commonly owned at the time any inventions covered therein were made absent any 
evidence to the contrary. AppHcant is advised of the obUgation under 37 CFR 1.56 to point out 
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the inventor and invention dates of each claim that was not commonly owned at the time a later 
invention was made in order for the examiner to consider the applicability of 35 U.S.C. 103(c) 
and potential 35 U.S.C. 102(e), (f) or (g) prior art under 35 U.S.C. 103(a). 
7. Claims 1, 2, 4, 6-9, 13-15, 17-19, 21, 23-31, 33 and 34 rejected under 35 V.S.C. 103(a) 
as being unpatentable over WO 02/060702 A2 in view of Jellinek et al. (US 4,810,751 A). 

A. The teaching of these references is detailed in the prior Office action. 

B. Applicant has amended the independent claims to recite applying the finishing 
agent to less than 100% of the surface of the non-woven. It is the examiner's position that, 
because the WO reference teaches the production of decorative laminates, this would have 
suggested application of the dyes and pigments in any suitable and aesthetically desirable fashion 
and doing so would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art. There is no evidence of 
record that the binder apphcator taught by the WO document requires 100% coverage. 

C. Applicant has further amended the independent claims to require application by 
rotary screen printing. As noted in the prior Office actions, Jellinek suggests such application 
and doings so would have been obvious in view of this reference. Jellinek' s references to 
impregnation are in conditional language such as "some" and "may." This does not detract fi:om 
the teaching clearly set- forth at 4:27-51. AppUcant is reminded that patents are part of the 
literature of the art and are relevant for all they contain.^ A reference may be relied upon for all 
that it would have reasonably suggested to one having ordinary skill in the art, including non- 
preferred embodiments.' 

' In re Heck, 699 F.2d 1331, 1332-33, 216USPQ 1038, 1039 (Fed. Cir. 1983) 

^ Merck & Co. v. Biocraft Laboratories, 874 F.2d 804, 10 USPQ2d 1483 (Fed. Cir.), cert, denied, 493 U.S. 975 
(1989) 
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8. Claims 3, 5, 20, and 22 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over WO ^702 and Jellinek, as applied to claims 1 and 19, respectively, above, and further 
in view of Wang et al. (US 5,935,880 A). 

A. The teaching of Wang is detailed in the prior Office action. 

B. As noted in the prior Office action, it would have been obvious to form the non- 
woven in the fashions claimed based on the teaching of Wang. 

9. Claims 16 and 32 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
WO ^702 and Jellinek, as applied to claims 1 and 19, respectively, above, and further in 
view of GB 2 292 082. 

A. The teaching of the GB reference is detailed in the prior Office action. 

B. As noted in the prior Office action, it would have been obvious to include scent 
motivated by the desire and expectation of successfully yielding a desirably scented product. 

Conclusion 

10. The prompt development of clear issues in the prosecution history requires that 
applicant's reply to this Office action be fully responsive (MPEP § 714.02). When filing an 
amendment, applicant should specifically point out the support for any amendment made to the 
disclosure, including new or amended claims (MPEP §§ 714.02 & 2163). A fully responsive 
reply to this Office action, if it includes new or amended claims, must therefore include an 
explicit citation (i.e., page number and line number) of that/those portion(s) of the original 
disclosure which applicant contends support(s) the new or amended limitation(s). 
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11. Applicant's amendment necessitated the new ground(s) of rejection presented in this 
Office action. Accordingly, THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. See MPEP § 706.07(a). 
Applicant is reminded of the extension of time policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS firom the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within TWO 
MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not mailed until after 
the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the shortened statutory period 
will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any extension fee pursuant to 37 
CFR 1.136(a) will be calculated fi-om the mailing date of the advisory action. In no event, 
however, will the statutory period for reply expire later than SIX MONTHS firom the date of this 
final action. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications firom the 
examiner should be directed to William P. Fletcher III whose telephone nimiber is (571) 272- 
1419. The examiner can normally be reached on Tuesday through Saturday, 0700h to 1730h. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessfiil, the examiner's 
supervisor, Timothy H. Meeks can be reached on (571) 272-1423. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 57 1 -273-8300. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpubUshed 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct,uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 

William Phillip Fletcher III 
Patent Examiner (PSA), USPTO 
Art Unit 1762 

Alexandria, VA 
April 26, 2006 



0615-19/CTFR 



